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REMARKS 

The Office Action objected to Claim 15 due to a typographical error therein. Claim 15 
has been amended to correct this error. 

The Office Action rejected claims 1, 2, 5 - 9, 16, 17 and 21 imder §102(b) as bemg 
anticipated by U,S. Patrat No* 5,790,041 to Lee, 

The claims of the subject ^plication require "a plurality of interior walls defining 
chamb^s open on their bottom surface and firdnt surface said interior walls connected on 
their top portion to the segmaited top and coniiected on their rear portion to the back wall 
and having their bottom portions generally coplanar Avith the bottom of the back wall." 

None of the references cited in the Office Action describes a light reflector having a 
plurality of interior walls defining chambers open on their bottom surface and fix>nt 
surface. 

The Office Actions contends that Lee describes a lig^ht reflector having a segmented top 
wherein each segment is gmeially planar and connected to the adjacent segmmt and a 
back wall having a top portion connected to the slegmented top. 

Lee does not describe a structure having a '^segmented top wherein each segment is 
generally planar and connected to the adjacent segment;*' or "a back wall having a top 
portion connected to the segmented top" as required by claims 1, 2,5-9. Nor does Lee 
describe a structure having *'a top, the cross section of which generally corresponds to a 
segment of a parabola; [and] a back wall having an upper edge comiected to the top" as 
required by claims 16, 17 and 21. 

As can be clearly seen in Figures 3A, 4A and 4B of Lee, the top of hoi^g 300 is not 
segmented into planar sections. Rath^, it is curved with the curved portion being 
tangential to straight portions at the rear and fiont of the housing. There is no disclosure 
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in Lee of the curved portion being parabolic and the illustrated embodiments do not 
appear to have a parabolic section. 

The Office Action contends ttiat elements 234 and 304 of Lee comprise a segmented top. 
However, element 234 is the entire jack and element 304 is the &ont surface of housing 
300. [coL 2; lines 49-58] Lec does not describe a light reflector having a segmented top 
wherein each segment is generally planar. 

All of the pending claims require "a plurality of interior walls defining chambers open on 
their bottom surface and front surface said interior walls connected on their top portion to 
the segmented top and connected on their rear portiion to the back wall and having their 
bottom portions generally coplanar with the bottom of the back wall.'* No such feature is 
described in Lee. The jack described in Lee has a bottom wall which comprises one side 
of the jack - i.e., the walls of the jack do not definie ^'chambers open on their bottom 
surface" (see Figures 3A and 3B wherein element 341 is an opening in the wall which 
comprises the bottom of the jack). 

The Office Action rejected claims 3, 4, 1 0 - 1 5 and 18 - 20 under § 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lee in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,008,658 to Russay et al. The OfiBce 
Action contends that Russay teaches a segmented top, back wall and interior walls which 
are reflective to visible light or diffusely reflective to visible light 

However, there is no disclosure in Russay of a segmmted top wherein each segment is 
gOTeraily planar and connected to the adjacent segment as required by claims 3, 4, 10 - 
15; nor is there a disclosure of a top, the cross section of which generally corresponds to a 
segment of a parabola as required by claims 18 - 20. Rather, Russay describes upper 
housing section 40 as including a planar afl portion 48 which is continuous with and 
extends rearward fiom the upp^ curvilinear panel 46. [col. 3; lines 29-32} Russay is 
specifically directed to a housing having curved w^ls. '"Disposed wifliin flie housing 
b^een its front and lower ports are &cing convex and concave inner walls which form 
a li^t channel between the LEDs and the LCDs.**, [abstract] "For example, while the 
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kvention has been described in terms of positioning the LEDs below the LCD display as 
viewed fix)m the fiont, the LEDs may also be positioned either aWe or to the side of the 
LCD display by providing the housing with an ^)propriately curved pair of inner facing 
reflective surfeces." [col. 5; lines 46-52 emphasis supplied\ 

Lee describes a jack for mating with a plug. The configuratioa of the jack is dictated by 
the configuration of the plug. For example, the ilhisttratedembodiinents in Lee are I^^ 
jacks. This is a ccMnmonjack used for network cbmections and i^^ 
specified in an industry standard. Thus, one is not fircc to modify the configuration of the 
plug by, for example, providing a segmented top portion comprised of generally planar 
segments or by providing a curvilinear panel as described in Russay or a parabolic top as 
required by claims 16-21. 

Applicant's invention is specifically directed to preventing the Kght ficom adjacent LEDs 
from bleeding over into the actjoining indicators on an Indicator panel. In contrast, 
Russay describes a light housing designed to combine the light from a plurality of LEDs 
in order to backlight an LCD display without * Wspots." "A still further object of the 
present invention is to provide an LCD/LED display arrangement wherein virtually all of 
flie light produced by a plurality of LEDs is projected onto the rear surface of an LCD 
display in providing efficient backlighting therefor." [col. 2; lines 1 1-15] Accordingly, 
one skilled in the art would not be led to combine the teachings of Russay with those of 
Lee to reach Applicant's invention. 

*. 

For the above-stated reasons, it is submitted that the claims are in condition for allowance 
ov^ the references cited in the Office Action. Reconsideration of the rejection is 
requested. 
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Respectfully submitted, 




ChristophCT D. Keirs 
Reg. No. 32,248 



Wong, Cabello, Lutsch, Rutherford & Brucculeri IXP 

20333 State Hwy. 249 Suite 600 

Houston, Texas 77070 

832 446-2400 

Fax:832 446-2424 

ckeirs@counselip.com 



Page 10 of 10 



PAGE 11/1 V RCVD AT »9/2005 5:39:02 PM [Eastern DayOgM Tbne] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-1/5 * DN1S:8729306 ' CSID:8324462424 * DURATION (inm-ss):03-46 



